dependence of developing countries on the economically more developed ones. Development could then be achieved through the dissociation of developing nations from the world market, self-determination, self-reliance and import substitution.
11
The post-1980s liberalization of the markets and the technological advances in trans-border communications resulting from changes in political and economic ideologies led to the rethinking of development and the birth of a new development model. 12 The human development approach finds the causes of underdevelopment to be both internal and external.
Ackowledgeing the absence of a universal development model leading to sustainability at all levels of the society and the world, it saw development as an integral, multidimensional process that includes social development and good governance, elimination of poverty and development of institutions, 13 to be achieved with the mobilization of all stakeholders of the society. 14 Economic growth, in contrast, is not a necessary component of the human development approach.
15
It was against this theoretical background that the discussions on development evolved in the UN and other international fora since World War II. The UN gradually established the UN Development System, an institutional framework for the support of developing countries, 16 and designed special programs for the achievement of concrete goals of development. These programs incorporated the views of the UN Secretary General and the influential developed countries donating Official Development Assistance (ODA), particularly the United States, 17 as well as the evolution of development economics, 18 while responding to the ever-changing international economic and political circumstances. 19 Stokke distinguishes between two periods in the evolution of these programs. The first includes programs adopted from the end of 1940 to the end of 1970 whereas the second begun with the programs inaugurated after the 'lost decade' of 1980, from the 1990s up until today.
The General Assembly resolutions on the UN Development Decades (DDs) establish a general policy framework to guide international action and national development policies.
Their comparative analysis of reveals the standardization of the UN programs. All resolutions contain an introduction on general principles, define the goals and objectives of development, determine quantitative input (resources for financing development) and output (economic growth and social welfare) targets and recommend policy measures for their achievement.
Despite the use of standardized phraseology, 21 common to most UN resolutions, the changes in their goals and objectives, targets and policy measures reveal an evolution of the UN policies, a gradual shift from the economic goals of the modernization paradigm to the welfare goals of the human development approach, even though the goal of economic growth was never entirely abandoned. Nevertheless, all resolutions adopt an identical method for the achievement of development. They all set quantitative targets on inputs and outputs to be met through recommended measures involving State intervention in the economy and society introduced into developing countries' development plans, in accordance with the teachings of the modernization paradigm.
II. The evolution of the UN development policies
Even though all relevant resolutions mention both economic and social development without always defining a relation of priority, the comparative analysis of their narratives reveals a gradual shift in focus. Jolly claims that " [o] ver the years, the UN'S vision of development shifted, moving from the narrowly economic to the broader, multidisciplinary perspective by the 1990s". 22 Subscribing to the modernization paradigm, the resolutions of the first three DDs focused on economic development, setting primarily economic goals accompanied by quantitative targets of economic growth. As Jolly, again, explains, "[t] 26 Ibid., para. 4. 27 Ibid., para. 1. 28 Ibid., para. 4(a). 29 Ibid., para. 4(c). 30 Ibid., para. 4(f). Even though the promotion of social development has always been part of the UN rhetoric, the recommended policy measures focused primarily on economic development and quantifiable targets were set only in relation to economic growth. 59 The introduction of a chapter on human development in the Strategy for the Second DD, subsequently renamed social development in the Strategy for the Third, should not necessarily be interpreted as a departure from the modernization paradigm. Social development was still seen as the necessary outcome of economic growth and social welfare was actively promoted less as an independent value and more because -and to the extent that -it was necessary for the achievement of economic development. Measures for the improvement of the quality of life were introduced on the assumption that poor living and health conditions affected productivity therefore impeding economic development. The dependency theory, in contrast, has left limited marks on the UN DDs, perhaps because of the influence of developed donor countries in their conception.
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B. The rise of the human development approach since the 1990s
By the end of 1970s, the continued stagflation in developed countries affected their ability and willingness as donors while developing countries were facing the debt crisis. The dependency theory lost its influence along with the demands for the establishment of a NIEO. 
III. The persistence on the technical approach to development
Despite their differences, the UN resolutions follow an identical pattern to achieve the objectives of economic and social development alike. Establishing a general policy framework, they implicitly acknowledge the existence of a universal process and hence of a single model for development, 99 despite claims to the contrary of the human development approach. They see countries as homogenous groups, developed vs developing, 100 neglecting their individual characteristics and particularities, even though some resolutions introduce measures tailored to the needs of specific groups of developing countries. 101 With its references to all countries, the Agenda 2030 adopts the universalistic approach of the globalization discourse but the dichotomy remains since developed countries are the ones to provide the funds and developing the ones to realize the goals.
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Furthermore, the resolutions espouse a mechanistic approach to the achievement of development. They uniformly adopt the input/output model, defining inputs and outcomes to be attained accompanied by relevant quantitative targets in relation to the financial resources to be dedicated to development as well as the particular goals of economic or human development. 103 Even though they often mention "the people", usually as beneficiaries and rarely as actors 104 of the development effort, all resolutions provide for goals and objectives to be achieved through State intervention, and recommend policies and measures to be introduced into developing countries' national plans for development in accordance with the teachings of the modernization paradigm.
A. State planning and intervention
The Program for the First DD focused on State policies for development, promoting State intervention in national economy in order to achieve primarily economic growth. development" and developing countries were invited "to set themselves ambitious targets".
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The sole reference to planning was introduced in relation to the enhancement of "scientific and technological capabilities" of developing countries. 127 By then, it had become common knowledge that State intervention alone was not sufficient to achieve development in the modern globalized economic environment. What was needed was collaboration, not only with other countries but also with other stakeholders. The resolution referred therefore to the mobilization of "all the lattent energies and impulses for development within developing countries" with an explicit mention of the private sector and the people. 128 Similarly, both the Millennium Declaration and the Roadmap relied on State measures and intervention for the achievement of the MDGs. The Roadmap invited the countries to make the MDGs "national goals", and "ensure that poverty reduction strategies increase the focus on the poorest and most vulnerable through an appropriate choice of economic and social policies". 129 Brown explains that past experience demonstrated the need for the adoption of the goals by the States, in particular, their adaptation to the particular national circumstances and their integration into the mid-term national goals and strategies. 130 Planning however was never mentioned in the Declaration and was only rarely mentioned in the Roadmap. This was not because of some sudden aversion to planning. As the Roadmap explained, "plans of action needed for reaching these targets have, for the most part, already been developed and formally adopted". 131 It is therefore far from a change of policy. Attributing a central role to the State, the resolutions subscribe to a fundamental premise of the neo-Keynesian theories that inspired the modernization paradigm. Development is considered, to quote Ferguson, "as something that only comes through governmental action, 136 Βrown, "Foreword", xviii.
137 UN, Transforming our World, paras. 41, 63. 138 Ibid., para. 55. 139 Ibid., para. 63. 140 Ibid., para. 60. Despite the change in paradigm, the subsequent resolutions retained the same pattern. The
Strategy for the Fourth DD referred to domestic savings while admitting that local resources were insufficient to meet the needs of development and external resources were limited. 163 Hence, the resolution recommended the reduction of the burden of debt-service payments and the provision of ODA, inviting developed countries to contribute a minimum of 0.7 % of their GDP, while stressing the need for commercial loans, private investments and contribution of multinational financing institutions. 164 Unlike previous resolutions, it set no new quantitative targets for outputs but referred instead to targets already adopted "in various parts of the United Nations system". 165 The Millennium Declaration and the Roadmap adopted the same technical approach to development. 166 Hulme observes that human development and results-based management where amongst the ideas that have influenced the final content of the MDGs. 167 The Roadmap defined the financial resources to be used for the achievement of the MDGs. Funding was, again, expected to come from domestic resources, foreign investment and ODA. Developed countries were invited to honour their engagement of 0.7 % of their GDP. 168 Special targets were also set for each of the MDGs along with indicators for measuring performance against the baseline year 1990. 169 Similarly, the Agenda 2030 defines the resources to be used for the achievement of the SDGs, mainly domestic public resources and international public finance, including ODA. 170 The resolution repeats the target of 0.7 % of developed countries' GDP, adds a target of 0.15 to 0.20 % for the least developed countries 171 and sets 169 output targets for the SDGs accompanied by relevant indicators for measuring performance.
The input/output model involves the introduction of certain financial resources in order to achieve certain quantitative targets of economic and social development. Defining development in terms of ratios between population growth, GDP' increase and agricultural and manufacturing output, the Strategies for the Second and Third DD overtly adhere to this model. 
IV. Conclusion
Differences in the goals, objectives, targets and policy measures of the successive resolutions on the UN DDs reveal an evolution of the UN development policies. For, even though all resolutions refer to both economic and social development and do not always define the relation of priority, the change of focus in their narratives reveals a gradual shift from the modernization paradigm to the human development approach. Despite this evolution, all relevant resolutions follow an identical pattern for the achievement of development. They all define inputs and outputs accompanied by relevant quantitative targets in relation to financial resources to be dedicated in order to achieve particular goals of economic or human development and all rely on State intervention, recommending policies and measures to be introduced into developing countries' specific plans for development.
Concealing that the DDs are the product of intense political negotiations and that the achievement of their targets is subject to political obstacles, social conflicts and adverse interests, this depoliticized approach not only simplifies the problem of development but also justifies the underlying development paradigm, the recommended policy measures and, consequently, the relevant interventions of the State in the economy and society. And since the policies and the underlying development paradigm themselves are not questionable, any failure to achieve the quantitative targets is attributed to either the lack of resources or the misapplication of the recommended policies. Governments are thus the sole responsible for the failure of the programs, for failing to contribute what they have promised or to apply what they were recommended.
But if the input/output model, introduced in order to promote economic development could be justified for the identity of input and output, economic resources to achieve economic targets, one has to wonder whether this model is still appropriate for the achievement of the multidimensional development advocated by the human development approach. Similar 180 Ziai, Development Discourse, 61, [159] [160] [224] [225] , passim. 181 Fatouros, "On the Hegemonic Role", 26.
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